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Nationalist Comment 


WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month's news. 


A dirty game and 
dirty players 

Readers of this journal should not have 
been surprised, but a great many members 
of the general British public must have 
suffered some shock when they learned of 
the facts. We refer to the methods used by 
Premier Major's Tory whips to ensure the 
Government got its majority in parliament 
for support of the Maastricht Treaty. If 
anything was ever reguired to demonstrate 
the stinking cesspit that British politics have 
now become, this was it. Millions have 
known for some time that we have a govern- 
ment that is utterly incompetent; but this 
knowledge was, for many, tempered some- 
what by belief that our rulers were decent 
people doing their best and with the right 
intentions. After these recent revelations of 
lies, bribery, blackmail and even physical 
intimidation — all used in one case or 
another to bring would-be errant Tory MPs 
into line — the British people should be in 
no further doubt as to the kind of gang that 
has now, through the due processes of 


‘democracy’ become entrusted with control 
of the nation’s destinies. 

Among the dirty tricks employed to clinch 
the majority for Maastricht were: threats to 
phone members’ wives to allege marital 
infidelity, even where no shred of evidence 
of such existed; the leaning on wives by talk 
of their husbands’ political careers being 
ruined if they did not persuade them to toe 
the line; the cajoling of constituency bigwigs 
mindful of their OBEs to stop their rebel 
member ‘destabilising’ the Government; 
threats against rebels of deselection at the 
next election. In one case, a member known 
to be anti-Maastricht was taken to a 
Commons bar and filled up with drink, then 
bundled into a taxi which took him home in 
a state of virtual oblivion, with the result 
that his name was counted among the ‘abs- 
tentions’. In another, a woman member was 
subjected to the vilest and most vulgar 
verbal abuse in an attempt to intimidate her. 
One particularly large whip, the 18-stone 
MP for South Staffs, Mr. David Lightbown, 
was reported as actually physically 
preventing some would-be rebels from 
making their way towards the ‘Nos’ lobby, 
while in another incident he was witnessed 
chasing a Euro-sceptic all the way out of the 
Commons chamber. Apparently, scared to 
come back in and vote ‘No’, the man joined 
the abstainers. 

But if the Government whips descended to 
the sewers in their efforts to secure the vote 
they wanted, the performance of the so- 
called ‘rebels’ was hardly inspiring. A large 
number of them simply caved in to these 
intimidatory tactics, and in so doing 
displayed cowardice of kind for which 
armies have had men shot in times of war. 
To decide which were the worst — the 
bullies who did the threatening or the wimps 
who were so easily persuaded by the threats 
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— is not an easy exercise. All we can really 
do is sum the whole affair up by saying that 
if these really are the kinds of people whom 
our political system selects to govern us 
there must be something deeply wrong with 
that system at very first base. 


More ‘race attacks’ hysteria 


**College sets trap for racist thugs,” 
screamed a headline in the Sunday Tele- 
graph on November 15th. This was followed 
by a report of a special spying operation 
conducted at Southwark College in South 
London in which undercover detectives were 
posing as students in order to ‘‘trap gangs of 
white youths carrying our racial attacks.” 

The report went on to speak of the deter- 
ioration of race relations in the local 
borough, particularly in Bermondsey, of 
which it said: **The predominantly white 
working class area is notorious for its racial. 
intolerance and has been targeted by the 
British National Party.” 

So what are the true facts? We know the 
true facts better than most, and they are that 
inter-racial antagonism existed in Bermond- 
sey and other parts of Southwark borough 
for a long time before the British National 
Party ever set foot in the area. Racial attacks 
by Whites on non-Whites there may have 
been, but these were as nothing compared 


with the scale of racial attacks by non- 


Whites on Whites — but of course the latter 
are never called racial attacks, let alone 
mentioned when media pundits and polit- 
icians engage in their regular whining on the 
subject. 

The police are in fact co-operating in a 
drive to winkle out ‘racist’ attackers (only 
white ones of course) — hence the spy 
scheme at the college. But this is just in 
response to pressure from the heavily left- 
wing Southwark Council. According to the 
Sunday Telegraph: **The police believe the 
culprits are local louts who need to be 
brought under control. But campaigners 
against racism, such as the Anti-Racist 
Alliance, say extreme right-wing organis- 
ations have whipped up hostility in Berm- 


ondsey against black people.” 


Here we have a dichotomy in responses. 
The police are interested just in preserving 
the public peace and are not prepared to 
read political undertones into the situation 
unless there is solid evidence of the 
involvement of political groups. The ARA, 
on the other hand, is determined to exploit 
community tensions in pursuit of political 
ends, and will always interpret friction 
between individuals of different ethnic 
groups as something inspired by political 
‘racism’. In such matters the police view is 
much more likely to accord with the facts. 

Most certainly the British National Party 


= has in recent times been very active in the 


Bermondsey area, but this has simrly been 
in response to a situation that existed for a 
long time beforehand and which is rooted in 
the basic incompatibility between Whites and 
Blacks when flung together in the same 
neighbourhood. The BNP has offered angry 


Whites a channel for peaceful and lawful 
protest against the evils of immigration and 
multi-racialism, whereas without that 
channel some Whites might well turn to less 
peaceful and lawful methods of making their 
voice heard — as some undoubtedly have 
done. 


At the same time it would be completely’ 


wrong always to assume that when attacks 
are made by white people on black people 
there has to be a racial motive, let alone a 
political one, involved. Much more likely, 
the motive is personal rather than ideolog- 
ical. The likelihood of such personal 
quarrels is always greater when the indiv- 
iduals involved belong to vastly different 
cultures and hence different concepts of what 
is correct human behaviour. The answer to 
the problem is to put an end to the multi- 
racial society by sending the ethnic minor- 
ities back to their ancestral homelands. Then 
there will not be any more racial attacks, 
whether by white on non-white or vice- 
versa. 


Insulting our guests 


As many readers will know, an almighty 
row blew up recently over the question of 
national anthems to be played at Twicken- 
ham when, for the first time in many years, 
England were scheduled to play South Africa 
in a rugby international. 

The row began when Nelson Mandela’s 
African National Congress (ANC) demanded 
that on no account should the South African 
anthem Die Stem be played, as this was 
considered to be symbolic of Apartheid 
(despite the fact that the anthem contains no 
words that could remotely be called *racist”). 
The English Rugby Football Union tamely 
capitulated to this arrogant edict, as British 
sporting -bodies are prone to do in such 
situations. This raised the question of 
whether our own British anthem should be 
played. The RFU, frightened of offending 
England fans, sent an urgent message to the 
South African Rugby Union and (believe it 
or not) the ANC, requesting their permission 
to play ‘God save the Queen’ at the match. 
Yes, this actually happened — England’s 
senior rugby football authority felt bound to 
ask Nelson Mandela’s organisation whether 
it would consent to Britain’s national anthem 
being played at a British sporting event! 

Back came the reply: Yes, it would be 
OK to play ‘The Queen’ though not the 
South African anthem. And that was what 
happened. 

So what do we think? We think that to 
play our own national anthem at the match 
but not the South African anthem was a 
gross discourtesy to our guests — a discourt- 
esy amounting in fact to an insult. That the 
South Africans consented to this is some- 
thing that we can perhaps put down to a 
piece of old-world diplomacy which the 
situation in no way warranted. What they 
should have told our rugby authorities 1s: 
“No SA anthem — no match!’’ The RFU, in 
its turn, should not have required being told 
this anyway; it should have taken just that 


stand of its own accord. 
Not a proud day for British rugby, even 
though England did win the match. 


Not minding their 
own business 


Following the holding of the British 
National Party’s rally in Church House, 
Westminster, on October 24th, there 
appeared a report in the Jewish Chronicle in 
which an admission was made which might 
seem extraordinary to the ordinary British 
man or woman in the street but is not so 
extraordinary to those acquainted with what 
is regularly written in that paper and with 
the doings of some members of the 
community it represents. 

The Jews, it seems, were extremely 
angered that the BNP had been able to 
obtain a booking of the hall for the meeting 
by using a false identity — something the 
party is reluctantly compelled to do since no 
local authority known to us in Britain will 
consent to allow it the hire of premises for 
that purpose, and we know of no private 
bodies that will do so either — largely for 
fear of disturbance. According to the Jewish 
Chronicle, a representative of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews got wind of the 
BNP booking of the hall a short time before 
the meeting and telephoned Church House to 
warn the people there of the fact. Then 
subsequently, after the event, the Board’s 
so-called ‘Defence Director’ Mr. Mike 
Whine made a formal complaint to the 
police for their failure to remove the BNP 
from the hall once the meeting had started, 
their identity as hirers had been revealed and 
the Church House management had asked 
the police to eject them! 

The nerve of these people takes one's 
breath away. By all normal standards, this 
was a matter between the authorities of 
Church House (a Church of England body, 
not a Jewish one), the police and the BNP. 
If the Warden of Church House felt agg- 
rieved that the police had not done as he 
asked and forced BNP members to leave the 
hall, this would at least be understandable. 
But just what did the matter have to do with 
anyone else? Just supposing this editor 
decided that certain visitors to his home had 
outstayed their welcome and reguested them 
to leave, then called the police when 
encountering difficulties in getting them to 
do so, what would we think if a neighbour 
living some distance down the street took it 
upon himself to become involved in the 
dispute? We would surely tell that neighbour 
to mind his own bloody business! 

It is doubtful, however, that any such 
message was conveyed by the Warden of 
Church House to those members of the 
Jewish community who presumed to act as 
his representatives. It would seem that to 
this community is accorded a special right 
and privilege to concern itself in other 
people’s affairs which is not accorded to 
anyone else in this country — or so one 
would assume from the way that some of its 
members behave. 


Perhaps people witnessing this little 


episode might register a glimmer of under- 


standing as to why there is such a thing in 
the world as ‘anti-semitism’. After all, it is 
a fact of life that those kinds of folk who are 
for ever poking their noses in the affairs of 
others and presuming to speak and act for 
others do tend, after a while, to get them- 
selves disliked. Maybe if Jews did not make 
such a habit of this practice, but just 
concerned themselves with their own 
business and their business alone — declining 
to get drawn into the role of arbiters of who 
should and who should not be allowed to 
hold a political meeting in Britain, or 
Germany, or France or the United States — 
or any other country on the face of this earth 
except Israel — relations between Jew and 
Gentile would be much happier and ‘anti- 
semitism’ would gradually die out. 


Who gives a damn 
about Hong Kong? 


We have been treated for some months 
now to an ongoing dispute between the 
British Government and the Government of 
the Red China over what kind of political 
system is going to prevail in Hong Kong 
when Britain pulls out of the colony in 1997. 
Our latest Hong Kong Governor Mr. Chris 
Patten — kicked upstairs after he lost his 
parliamentary seat at Bath to the Liberal 
Democrats — has been at great pains to 
insist to the colony’s future Chinese rulers 
that Hong Kongers must retain their 
fundamental ‘democratic rights’ (whatever 
these may mean) when China takes it over. 
Relations between London and Peking are 
not too good at the moment because the 
latter has not, apparently, so far offered 
sufficient assurances on this point. 

Speaking for ourselves, we wonder what 
the hell all this fuss is about. After 1997 
Hong Kong will cease to be our respons- 
ibility. In fact it should have ceased to be 
our responsibility a long time ago. Whether 
Chinamen in Hong Kong have democratic 
parliamentary government is just as much a 
matter of supreme indifference to us as 
whether Chinamen anywhere else have 
democratic parliamentary government. It 
simply is not Britain’s concern, and Britain 
makes herself tiresome and ridiculous pontif- 
icating and gesticulating as if it were. 

We would suggest that right now and 
without further ado Hong Kong is handed 
over to China to do as she likes with and 
Mr. Patten and his entourage be brought 
home and what capabilities they possess (if 
any) be addressed to the mountainous 
problems of Britain itself. That is what we 


pay such people for. 


Refugees: Government’s 
ludicrous attempt to play 


‘tough’ 


Britain is currently the target of much 
international condemnation as a result of her 
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THE REALITY BEHIND ALL 
THE TRADE WAR’ TALK 


The international economic system, says JOHN TYNDALL, 
is breaking up as one nation after another is forced to 
safeguard its own vital interests 


THE WORD ‘WAR’ featured in several 
screaming headlines employed by the 
press (both ‘quality’ and ‘popular’) 
prefacing reports published in the first 
half of November, possibly prompting the 
unwary to think of searching in attics for 
long discarded tin helmets and gas masks 
and to contemplate the return of ration 
books and nights in the Anderson shelter 
— before reading on to discover that our 
media-controlling classes were in fact 
referring to the imminence of an inter- 
national trade conflict in which the initial 
main antagonists would be the United 
States and the European Community led 
by France, but with other nations drawn 
in as the affair escalated. 

The issue sparking off the near-hysteria 
was the decision by the Americans to impose 
200 ner cent tariffs on more than £200 
milliou worth of European wines and farm 
products, to come into force on the 5th of 
this month, unless the US and EC can settle 
the bitter dispute over farm subsidies that 
has raged for several years. The mainten- 
ance of the subsidies is a policy that has 
been adhered to primarily at the behest of 
the French, whose political leaders walk in 
justified fear of the wrath of their farmers’ 
lobby — a lobby which, though smaller in 
voting size than it used to be, is still capable 
of industrial action that can paralyse the 
country from one end to the other. Jacgues 
Delors, president of the European Comm- 
ission, has threatened retaliation by the EC 
against any American decision to go ahead 
with the proposed tariff, and he is now being 
branded by British politicians and press as 
the principal obstacle to the agreement that 
might prevent the conflict. Attention has 
been drawn to the way in which M. Delors 
is always a ‘good European’ as long as the 
interests of the Community coincide with 
those of France but becomes transformed 
into a French nationalist the moment they do 
not. Delors now stands accused of being a 
menace to the survival of GATT (General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade), which has 
served as one of the main cornerstones of 
international economic life since the end of 
World War II, and as such could hardly be 
placed in the dock for any greater heresy. 

Support of GATT has become one of 
those modern orthodoxies attaining the status 
almost of a religious dogma in the eyes of 
politicians and journalists of the late 20th 
century, particularly in Britain; and any 
challenge to its principles is regarded with a 
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NAPOLEONIC 
Jacgue Delors, as the Daily Mail cartoon- 
ist recently pictured him. In fact all that 
M. Delors has recently been doing is supp- 
orting his own country’s farmers — not an 
ignoble policy by any means. 


horror only marginally less than would greet 
the prospect of a nuclear holocaust. Hence 
the lavish use of the word ‘war’ to alert 
people to the possibility of its violation. 


THE REAL ISSUE 


So what guidance can be offered the man 
in the street to enable him to penetrate 
through the emotive rhetoric surrounding 
these developments to an understanding of 
the real issue? 

The real issue can be described simply in 
the following terms: The international econ- 
omic system that has prevailed during the 
post-war period is breaking up. The 
argument between the Americans and the 
French over wines and food products may 
prove to be the spark that sets the collapse 


of the system in motion, or that particular 
disagreement may be patched up and glossed 
over for a time, and another, bigger, dis- 
agreement, not necessarily between the same 
adversaries, may be required to accomplish 
the same purpose; at the time of writing we 
cannot know. What we can predict with 
certainty is that the system is doomed to 
crumble sooner or later — paralleling the 
collapse of internationalism in the political 
sphere. What the present conflict simply 
illustrates is something that could equally be 
illustrated by a thousand or more other 
conflicts, between different countries and 
over different products: that the nations of 
the world each have their own distinct 
economic interests; that these interests may 
sometimes coincide with others’ and some- 
times conflict; finally that, at the end of the 
day, every nation that is worthy of the name 
and retains the basic instinct of survival is 
going to take whatever measures it must take 
to protect its own economic interests — 
regardless of the effect this may have on 
others. America’s moves to protect its own 
wine-growers and farmers is just one small 
example of this. It will be followed by other 
moves on the part of other nations as surely 
as day follows night. 

M. Delors, by threatening retaliatory 
measures, nominally on behalf of European 
wine-growers and farmers but in reality on 
behalf of French ones, is not behaving like 
some rogue elephant who must at all costs 
be shackled; he is, for whatever motive — 
patriotic or merely political, quite properly 
placing the interests of his own compatriots 
before others’, and should not reasonably be 
expected to speak or act differently. M. 
Delors, lifelong internationalist though he 
may indeed be, is right now responding to 
currents of economics and politics which he 
cannot stop — currents whereby the globalist 
fantasies that have dominated the West for 
most of the past half-century are collapsing 
in ruins, and the much more natural and 
historically permanent force of nationalism is 
again asserting itself. This is happening in 
France just as it is happening elsewhere, and 
he, a politician valuing his popular ratings 
just like any other, cannot afford to be 
insensitive to it. 

Much more fundamental as an ingredient 
making for the collapse of the international 
economic system is the dominance long 
enjoyed in world markets by Japanese manu- 
factured products, particularly in Britain and 
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the United States, and the inevitability that 
both those countries will at some point reach 
a stage when they are no longer prepared to 


tolerate their industries being driven to ruin 


in an almost totally one-way trade, and will 
take whatever measures each sees necessary 
to put an end to the farce. Again, this will 
happen not through today’s British and 
American politicians suddenly being struck 
by blinding revelations of the patriotic 
interest — for an instinct of that kind just is 


not present within them — but by their being. 


forced by popular pressures to change 
course, or else being replaced by leaders of 
a different stamp who are genuinely comm- 
itted to the interests of their own producers. 

In the eyes of those who have a vital stake 
in the maintenance of the existing system 
this will amount to ‘trade war’; but in fact it 
will merely represent one more stage in a 
reversion to what has always been the 
natural economic order, with international! 
trade resuming its correct place in the 
scheme of things. So what is that correct 
place? It is time to arrive at a clear defin- 
ition. 


PROPER ROLE OF 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


The correct place of international trade is 
to provide a means by which nations can sell 
products of which they have a surplus in 
order to buy products of which they have a 
deficiency. No rational purpose exists for 
such trade which goes beyond this simple 
requirement. With regard to ‘free trade’, in 
sane economics this is nothing more than a 
device, an expedient which some nations 
may favour at certain times and in certain 
commodities when it suits them to do so. 
Certainly, most sectors of the British 
economy (a notable exception being agri- 
culture) benefited from free trade in an era 
when British manufactured products domin- 
ated world markets. That era was bound to 
come to an end, as it did in the second half 
of the 19th century — after which free trade 
in general terms became much more a liabil- 
ity to us than an asset. 

There are situations in which the govern- 
ment of a nation may decide that free trade 
could be an advantage to it in certain 
specific sectors. If, for instance, its motor 
vehicle industry has become intolerably 
inefficient and every measure initiated by the 
state to improve its efficiency has failed to 
accomplish the desired objective, that 
nation’s government may decide to try and 
stimulate the industry in guestion by opening 
the door of the home market to foreign com- 
petition. However, the efficacy of such a 
policy has to be evaluated according to the 
results it achieves; if after a decade of the 
experiment the nation’s motor industry is in 
a worse condition than ever, having to failed 
to recover in exports the business it has 


forfeited at home, the time has come to put — 


an end to the experiment and look for other 
measures to solve the problem. To continue 
with such a free trade policy after clear 
proof that it has done more harm than good 


is sheer economic insanity. We do not have 
to look far for an example of this in 
practice! 

Likewise, a nation may decide to opt for 
free trade in a certain commodity for oppos- 
ite reasons. It believes its own product is so 
good and competitive that it is likely to gain 
much more trade in world markets than it 
will lose in the home market. Again, the test 
of results is the criterion of the usefulness of 
such a policy. If the policy succeeds, there 
is good reason for persisting with it; if it 
fails, common sense demands that it be 
abandoned. In either case, the national inter- 
est is the yardstick, nothing else. 


A NATIONAL DECISION 


Returning from the specific to the general, 
if free trade right across the board is clearly 
proven to operate to a nation’s advantage 
there are sound reasons for continuing with 
it, but those reasons are essentially national 
reasons and the decision to maintain or dis- 
continue free trade must be essentially a 
national decision — moreover a decision 
determined entirely by pragmatic consider- 
ations and absolutely free of any consider- 
ations of ideology. 

We are back to the realms of insanity 
when ideology is allowed to take over and 
free trade is sanctified on the grounds that it 
is ‘morally right’: Free trade is maintained, 
in the face of overwhelming evidence that it 
is impoverishing a nation, merely because it 
is seen to serve some abstract principle 
deriving from the oracular mountain-top of 
internationalism. 

This is the atmosphere in which, for most 
of the post-1945 period, the policies of 
British Government in the economic sphere 
have been determined, and this has become 
the dominant orthodoxy in the world of 
journalism by which so much of government 
is influenced. We have even seen the heights 
of lunacy scaled when some scribblers have 
described free trade as a ‘noble ideal’. Why 
noble? How on earth can we attach such a 
lofty adjective to a concept which strictly is 
one of utility, to be practised or rejected 
according to whether it meets the need of the 


-moment and whose benefits, even in the best 


of situ-ations, are essentially material? 

To this assertion the doctrinaire free 
trader may well retort that enshrined in the 
free trade idea is the fundamental right of 
people to buy what product they choose — in 
other words, freedom of choice in the 
market place is a basic ingredient of 
individual liberty. But again we must ask: 
why? Does the requirement of individual 
liberty so lack any boundaries of restraint 


that it permits the people of a nation to- 


choose in direct violation of that nation’s 
interest? Quite clearly, the Japanese do not 
think so, for it is utterly incomprehensible to 
the mind of that nation that vital areas of its 
own domestic economy should be jeopard- 
ised in order that Mr. and Mrs. Yamamoto 
should be accorded the right to purchase a 
British video-player. If recent years have 
witnessed a very slight liberalisation in the 


way of foreign manufactured products being 
allowed to enter the Japanese market it is 
only because pressure from Japan’s trading 
par‘ners has left her little choice; a token 
acceptance of imports is a price that that 
nation is forced to pay, and is prepared to 
pay, for the continued expansion of its 
enormous export business. In other words, a 
small degree of free trade is grudgingly 
agreed to as an expedient dictated essen- 
tially by overall national interests. Never is 
free trade allowed to become a religion 
which may justify the gutting of the nation’s 
industrial landscape in the service of some 
airy-fairy abstraction. 


THE FREE TRADE HYPNOSIS 


So why does free trade continue to enjoy 
the hypnotic sway it has over the minds of 
western politicians and journalists long after 
it has outlived any usefulness in the way of 
meeting the economic needs of nations in the 
real world? It does so very simply because 
behind all the rhetoric and ideology there are 
interests at large which have grown wealthy 
and powerful through free trade and are 
determined to preserve it for their own 
purposes. That, and that alone, accounts for 
the almost mystical status the idea has 
attained in the orthodoxy of our century, and 
why the pressures upon politicians and 
nations to maintain it have for so long up to 
now seemed to exercise more pull than the 
counter-pressures emanating from the unpop- 
ularity of unemployment and the temptation 
for governments to pursue votes by the offer 
of alternative policies. 

Precisely what those interests are is a 
subject that correctly warrants a study all of 
its own, but it should suffice to say that 
international finance stands to gain by the 
maximisation both of international trade and 
of the free international movement of curren- 
cies and capital that is normally part of the 
same system. Nations built on the principle 
of maximum internal economic self-suffic- 
iency, and which engage in foreign trade 
only to the extent that they are compelled to 
do so will require minimum resort to inter- 
national finance, and this minimum can be 
reduced still further if the nations in question 
draw up bilateral agreements for exchanges 
of goods with others with which their 
economies are complementary. This 
procedure is generally known as Economic 
Nationalism, and Economic Nationalism is 
anathema to the international financier since 
it reduces him to superfluity and underlines 
his essentially parasitical role in the world 
economy. Every influence that international 
finance can therefore bring to bear on polit- 
icians and the media in all economically 
developed countries will therefore discourage 
nationalist notions and promote the concept 
of maximum world economic integration. 

Ivor Benson in The Zionist Factor 
describes the process by which high finance 
has metamorphosised from an instrument of 
national policy, which it once was, into a 
global institution with an interest, not in 
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THE REALITY BEHIND ALL 
THE ‘TRADE WAR’ TALK 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


strengthening national economies, but in the 
maximum integration of those national econ- 
omies into a single world economy:- 


**Last century, finance capitalism existed in 
separate national concentrations, all in 
eager competition — hence the keen indus- 
trial and commercial rivalry, culminating in 
World War I, and last century’s ‘scramble’ 
for colonial possessions. Early in the 
twentieth century the great banking families 
or dynasties (Rothschild, Baring, Erlanger, 
Schröder, Seligman, Speyers, Mirabaud, 
Mallet, Warburg, Oppenheimer, and 
Schiff, etc.), which had increasingly 
dominated the different national concen- 
trations of high finance, were able to join 
hands and bring about a revolutionary 
change, drawing these national concen- 
trations into coalescence to form a single 
integrated international financial system 
which they planned to control. 

**This revolutionary change in the realm of 
high finance called for a corresponding 
revolutionary change in the realm of 
politics, since a fully internationalised high 
finance cannot coexist in harmony with 
innumerable national concentrations of 
political power.”? 


In the same book Mr. Benson describes 
how... - 


**Wall Street fell into the hands of the 
international financiers like a ripe plum, 
their real battle having been fought and 
won in the realm of parliamentary politics 
by methods which are still standard 
practice in the western world; these include 
the financing of party politics, the manip- 
ulation of public opinion through the 
medium of newspapers, radio, the cinema, 
the book trade, etc. (and subsequently 
television. J.T.), plus the penetration, 
financing and manipulation of trade union 
movements.’”’ i 


If Mr. Benson's thesis is accepted as 
correct, it can be understood why today's 
party political leaders, as the bought 
hirelings of international finance, are 
committed without guestion to the principles 
of free trade and economic internationalism, 
why the mass media are similarly oriented, 
and why even the Labour Party and trade 
unions in Britain, despite their claims to 


represent the working man, are part and. 


parcel of the same overriding interest. It 
would also explain why Labour, which could 
easily win an election on the pledge to shut 
out manufactured imports from the British 
market and thereby create millions of jobs, 
persists in shunning such a policy. The 
Labour leaders and their trade union coll- 
'eagues know who their masters are, and just 
how far they can go in promoting in practice 
the cause of the working man they so loudly 
espouse in theory. 


ORIGINS OF G.A.T.T. 


What is GATT and what are its origins? 
The General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (to give it its proper name) came into 
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existence in the early post-war period, and it 


was railroaded through the British Parlia-- 


ment by means of a rushed vote similar in 
every way to the manner in which European 
Community legislation was later imposed. 
Britain's adherence to GATT was obtained 
virtually at gunpoint. When lend-lease was 
being negotiated with the Americans towards 
the end of World War II, it was made clear 
by none other than Franklin D. Roosevelt 
himself that this would be forthcoming only 
on condition that we agree to the progress- 
ive dismantlement of the imperial trading 
preferences that had been mainly responsible 
in enabling us to climb out of the depression 
of the early 1930s, and that we adhere to an 
international system of non-discrimination in 
trade. It was Roosevelt's insistence on this 
policy that provoked Churchill's retort to 
him: ‘‘Mr. President, I believe you are 
trying to do away with the British Empire”? 
— an assertion that was entirely true but 
which Britain's wartime premier subse- 
guently did nothing practical to challenge. 
Roosevelt’s non-discrimination scheme 
was later enshrined in the Havana Charter of 
1948, and this in turn gave place to GATT, 
which amounted to a continuation of the 
same policy. The policy was from the 
beginning highly advantageous to the 
sweated-labour countries of the Orient as 


well, at least in earlier years, as the United 


States because it enabled the Americans to 
dump their enormous surplus production on 
the world’s markets at knock-down prices. 
On the other hand, it was ruinous to Britain 
because it led to the phasing out of her 
preferential trade with her Dominions and 


_ hastened the break-up of the Empire. More 


latterly it has been ruinous to her domestic 
manufacturing industry. 

GATT is in fact based on a nonsense: the 
nonsense that the world’s economy as a 
whole will benefit from the freest possible 
exchange of goods between all nations. In 
such an exchange, those nations paying their 
workers the lowest wages will always enjoy 
an unchallenged advantage over higher-wage 
economies. In time of course, even the 
benefits of low-priced imports are lost to the 
manufacturing nations which take them at 
the expense of their own domestic pro- 
ducers, since, with the latter consequently 
driven out of business, their suppliers come 
to enjoy a monopoly and can then jack up 
their prices almost to what levels they like. 
The industrial wasteland that is now Britain, 
together with our millions of unemployed, is 
testimony to the effects of free trade. Now 
even the United States, which profited from 
the policy in former years, has been hoisted 
on the petard of Roosevelt’s and his success- 
ors’ lifeline to the developing countries of 
the Far East, and is going the same way as 
Britain, if not yet as far. i 


THE CURRENT ARGUMENT 

This is not to say that GATT has been 
adhered to to the fullest extent intended by 
its architects. The European Community has 
* most certainly violated it in respect of farm 


products, and it is this that is now at the 


centre of current arguments. The Americans 


want egual access to the European market 
for their agricultural exports, and the French 
— perfectly correctly from their own point of 
view — are determined to deny that to them. 
As for Britain, we would in fact gain from 
being able to buy cheaper White Common- 
wealth meat and dairy products rather than 
dearer European ones, but we would not 
enjoy parallel gains in the trade of manu- 
factured goods. On the other hand, by 
guitting both the EC and GATT and return- 
ing to White Commonwealth preference we 
could get the best of all worlds: cheap food 
imports, protection for our manufacturing 
industry against all except White Common- 
wealth exporters (not any major threat) and, 
with time, preferential treatment for our own 
manufactured exports in White Common- 
wealth markets. 

All these truths simply serve to underline 
a more fundamental trzth: that Britain, the 
United States and the countries of the EC 
have separate and sometimes divergent econ- 
omic interests. What the politicians and the 
media excitedly describe as an incipient 
‘trade war’ amounts to nothing more than a 
recognition of these separate interests by the 
nations in question and their pursuit, accord- 
ingly, of national policies framed with those 
interests in mind. We British, instead of 
bitching at our neighbours in France for 
serving their own particular interests, should 
take a leaf out of their book and serve ours 
with equal obstinacy and resolution. 

In fact, what is described as a ‘war’ need 
not be a war at all, for relations between the 
now conflicting countries, far from deterior- 
ating, would be vastly improved by each 
constructing its own economic sphere of 
influence to suit its own needs, and within 
that sphere of influence pursuing relative 
economic self-sufficiency — returning to the 
principle stated earlier: that international 
trade should be simply a matter of nations 
selling what they over-produce to buy what 
they cannot produce. The ‘war’, such as it 
existed, would not be one of nation against 
nation but one of national economics against 
international economics. The adversary 
would be neither the French, the Americans 
nor the British but international finance, 
which would be the chief loser in any such 
development. | 

Will such a thing happen? That question 
comes too late, for what has been described 
is now happening, and nothing can stop it. 
The only thing that remains to be seen is 
whether Britain will recognise it and act 
accordingly. One thing is for certain: if we 
don’t, we are sunk. 


FOOTNOTE 


Since the completion of this article, an 
agreement has been reached between the EC and 
the United States over present trade matters in 
dispute. This, however, does not alter the validity 
of the article’s theme, which concerns irrecon- 
cilable economic interests which are bound to 
generate further disputes in the future. 


RAILWAY TOWN REVISITED 


Britain’s industrial decline looked 
at in microcosm, by PLATEMAKER 


IN 1927, C.B. Collett, then Chief Mechan- 
ical Engineer, turned out from Swindon 
Works the first King Class locomotive, 
representing the pinnacle of Great West- 
ern Railway express passenger develop- 
ment in steam traction. Only thirty were 
made to handle the heaviest trains, which 
they were still doing thirty years later and 
until replaced by diesels. They were all 
named after kings, and with their copper- 
capped chimneys, gleaming brass and 
steel, driving wheels taller than a man, 
tenders full of best Welsh steam coal and 
some 250 pounds of boiler pressure, they 
were indeed majestic and most powerful 
engines — surely one of those symbols that 
confirmed Britain’s position at the time as 
one of the greatest manufacturing nations 
on earth. 

Soon after it was built, No. 6000, King 
George V was shipped across the Atlantic to 
take part in the centenary celebrations of the 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, where its grace- 
ful lines and clear exhaust contrasted 
markedly with the cluttered designs of the 
smoking American monsters. When it 
returned to British metals it was to be seen 
adorned with a warning bell, like that 
required by American law, in commemor- 
ation of its visit. 

The King. was an advance on the lighter 
Castle class introduced earlier, and it was 
Windsor Castle which King George V drove 
on the occasion of his visit to the Swindon 
works in 1924, much to the delight of the 
assembled workspeople lining the track 
between the factory and the station. | 

A year later, when the locomotive 
exchanges were conducted to compare the 
former grouped companies’ engines over 
‘foreign’ lines, it was found that the Castle 
class outperformed all the others, proving 
itself the most versatile and economical. 
Crack expresses of the day, including the 
world's fastest, the Cheltenham Flyer, 


sometimes covering the 70 miles between: 


Swindon and Paddington at an average speed 
of nearly 90 m.p.h., were entrusted to 
Castle class locomotives, selected for their 
perfect running order. In the 1948, post- 


nationalisation exchanges, the lessons the 


other companies had learned in 1925 had 
been put into effect, and the King had lost 
its edge; but it is not by chance that Caer- 
philly Castle today exemplifies British steam 
locomotive achievement in the London 
Science Museum. 


RAILWAY TOWN 


Swindon was a railway town in the truest 
sense of the term. The Great Western estab- 
lished its works there in 1843 because it was 
roughly eguidistant between London and 


SWINDON: THE GREAT DAYS 
A view of the carriage body building shop 


Bristol, and a convenient point to change 


locos, at a time when it was planned to have 
more powerful ones working over the 


western half. Over the years the place 


expanded until the works covered over 300 
acres and employed 12,000 men in around a 
thousand different trades, becoming one of 
the largest and most fully equipped railway 


‘workshops in Europe and drawing half the 


output of the local electricity supply. 
_ This was where ‘Boys of All Ages’ (and 
girls too) came for guided tours to see boiler 
plates being rolled, tyres being shrunk onto 
wheels and then turned, massive castings, 
enormous cranked axles being fettled; to 
experience all the heat and racket of a 
factory, the like of which once thrilled our 
menfolk before the creation of television and 
the minuscule silicon chip. - 

Beyond the apparent drama of the loco- 
motive shops turning out their magnificent 
machines were a host of other shops 


producing everything that was required to 


keep a major railway undertaking in 
business. Carriages, among which were the 
widest in the land, to take people to market, 
to support the rural life in many remote 
places, to support business life, to take 
people to ‘Glorious Devon’ and the ‘Cornish 
Riviera’, to take them to the Capital; trucks 
to convey all manner of minerals, manufac- 
tured goods, merchandise and livestock; coal 
from the Welsh valleys to destinations at 
home and abroad; vegetables. from the 
Duchy to be on sale the same day in Covent 


Garden; milk from the lush pastures of 
South Devon to London; cattle, horses, 
rabbits, pigeons, whole farms and circuses; 
outsize loads like bridge beams, giant 
alternators, transformers, ships’ screws and 
cannon; all the products of Great Britain on 
the go, as she used to be when the ‘Work- 
shop of the World’ — when 60 per cent of 
the earth’s total shipping tonnage was built 
in this country, and ‘Made in Great Britain’ 
meant that it was the acme of quality 
wherever you went. 

And then there were all the myriad supp- 
orting functions and all the unglamorous 
paraphernalia, much of it made to order and 
little of it brought in; everything done with 
a pride and dedication unheard of today. 
Even the most menial tasks were.carried out 
in a workmanlike fashion, while the trades 
were as good as, if not better than, any of 
those found elsewhere. Let’s face it, there 
wasn’t much sub-standard work done in 
those days. We hadn’t sunk to a third-rate 
power, and we never said: **That'll do? or: 
**That's good enough.” Before the days of 
chipboard furniture and junk food, people 
recognised, and expected, a certain ually 
and standard. 


PATRIARCHAL 
‘The Great Western stood over all this as 
a patriarch, for in return for loyal service it | 
looked after its people from the cradle to the 
grave. It not only was the major employer 
Contd. overleaf 
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RAILWAY TOWN REVISITED 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


but it also took an active interest in the town 
and surrounding area. It built an estate of 
houses which were not at all like those some 
contemporary factory-owners put up. 
Included were St. Mark’s Church and a 
shopping centre. The company provided for 
its servants’ health, education and leisure. It 
laid out a park and sports ground and 
encouraged the attainment of knowledge 
through the Mechanics’ Institution. And 
when it came to workers’ retirement it paid 
them the most generous pensions of all the 
railway companies. Perhaps it is no wonder 
that such conditions were repaid by fierce 
commitment to the company, and that the 
inscription ‘Built in Swindon’, whether it 
was on the brass locomotive plate or in 
abbreviated form (‘Sn’) cast on some lowly 
track component, was indicative of quality 
manufacture. All the railways had their own 
extensive shops which turned out beautiful 
work, and there are other well-known 
railway towns; but none became quite the 
legend that Swindon was to the Great 
Western. | 

Here it must be pointed out, in case 
anyone should think that I have described a 
place with its own definite niche in time, 
that the Great Western pioneered the use of 
diesel railcars and that its successors went 
on to build diesel hydraulic locomotives. It 
is guite wrong to consider, as so many are 
inclined to do, that when the natural and 
ongoing development of an industry is 
arrested by adverse conditions or circum- 
stances beyond its control its progress at this 
point marks the furthest advance possible. In 
the case of the railway industry this popular 
belief is not helped by the public so often 
being presented with images which are 
reminiscent of a bygone age, as if there had 
never been any innovation or improvement. 


DECLINE 


So what of this ‘Birthplace of Kings’ 
today? Sadly, it is no more. Though some of 
its body remains intact, it is lifeless, and a 
prime example of the demise of the British 
railway industry and its associated engin- 
eering. In fact, it is a microcosm of the 
wider and more general British decline. 
Where once the railway works lay at the 
heart of a well ordered town — a living, 
thriving community — set in open country; 
where once thousand-ton presses shaped 
steel plate, steam hammers rained blow after 
blow; where every kind of native and exotic 
wood was fashioned and joined; where 
craftsmen worked in brass and copper and 
all the solid, dependable materials, now 
there is ‘hi-tech’. Swindon is one of Mrs. 
Thatcher’s boom towns dominated no longer 
by the railway but by the M4 motorway, 
whence a skeletal framework of roads, like 
gangrene, swallow up the woods and fields 
of Wiltshire and beg new development to 
infill, A mass of small firms occupying 
cheaply constructed, unpleasing, monotonous 
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sheds proliferate; ‘busy-bee’ businesses in 
the form of ‘quickfit’ exhausts, ‘knockdown’ 


continental kitchens, motor factors, printing ` 


‘shops’, advertising, electronics, merchan- 
dising and distribution of imported goods. 
This is the ‘service’ economy in its worst 
form: everyone scratching everyone else’s 
back; too much buying and selling and not 
enough making to be in any way healthy. 
This is the bold ‘New’ Swindon so beloved 
of Thamesdown Council. Where the railway 
pioneers led the world in the development of 
steam motive power, the Reader’s Digest 
now operates its trash mail distribution 
centre. And where the railway fostered a 
tight-knit town with model housing, acres of 
miserable ‘shoe-box’ homes now comple- 
ment the ‘business parks’ and further blot 
the landscape. 

And here can be found one of many 
factories with which the Yellow Peril has 
favoured us — the Honda engine plant — on 
part of the old Carriage and Wagon Works. 
As if adding insult to injury, it is not enough 
that we have lost world manufacturing 
leadership; we are now reduced to industrial 
serfdom by a former enemy. We who gave 
mankind the Industrial Revolution now are 
made to prostrate ourselves before a bunch 
of Orientals so that they will condescend to 
let us make their products in order to line 
their pockets — while our politicians purr to 
us how lucky we are that these outsiders are 
engaging British workers as their coolies 
rather than continental ones — the same 
outsiders, mark you, who just half a century 
ago were reducing our soldiers to near- 
skeletons in their POW camps. Just how the 
mighty have fallen! 

But kow-towing to the Japanese now 
seems to be the received wisdom to which 
all our ‘leaders’ subscribe. What an affront 
to the nation that led the world in technology 
when Japan was still a primitive, feudal 
country! It was British brain and British 
muscle which created the first technological 
empire. Think of all the countries that 
benefitted from irrigation systems with 
pumps made in Britain and had electric light 
provided by British generators: all the best 
of the modern world shipped out from 
factories, large and small, in these islands! 
How common it was in those days to find a 
maker’s plate on some machine working on 
a dusty plantation, or buried in the jungle, 
bearing a familiar British name. Whether it 
was a little three-horse alternator set, an 
articulated locomotive or a massive turbine 
in a hydro-electric station, it began here. 
British genius led the world. 


MOUNDS OF PAPER 


As if trying to keep up with the Joneses, 
the railway, having all but closed down its 
workshops, uprooted the Western Region 
headquarters from Paddington, where it had 
to pay staff the London weighting, and 
installed it in nondescript office blocks in 
Swindon. So at the place which only a few 
years previously had completed an order for 
diesel locomotives for Kenya, to prove it 


could still be done, there is now an army of 
clerical shunters producing mounds of paper. 
And as one reorganisation follows quickly 
on the heels of another, the new order itself 
has little future. 

The old main office at the works was a 
grand masonry building, and the atmosphere 
inside it was all-pervading, steeped as it was 
in a proud history. Darkened portraits of 
famous engineers, pictures of broad-gauge 
engines, nameplates and so on, hung on the 
walls like the trophies and colours of a 
celebrated regiment. A huge crest carried by 
the engine of a royal train, a marble bust of 
Sir Daniel Gooch (at the age of 20 the Great 
Western’s first locomotive superintendent) 
and showcases full of all kinds of memor- 
abilia charting the progress of the works 
lined the entrance hall. 

The new offices, on the other hand, could 
belong to anybody: an insurance company, 
the tax man or some other soulless concern. 
When you sit in the canteen you are 
reminded of the ridiculous wartime poster 
depicting two nattering housewives with 
Hitler and Göring in the seat behind, all 
ears, with the caption: *Careless talk costs 
lives. There are no pictures and no insignia 
on the walls, so you strain to catch some 
clue as to what goes on in the building, such 
as mention of the words ‘train’ or ‘railway’. 
If you happen to overhear the conversation 
between two bus drivers who have wandered 
in off the street for some cheap nosh, you 
may leave with completely the wrong 
impression. 

The trouble is that we no longer love our 
machines and our buildings, except as part 
of escapist nostalgia. And it follows that we 
do not praise our engineers. Like a man 
grown old and decrepit, we have ceased to 
care about the estate. Britain generally has 
never looked so dirty and untidy. Every- 
where the ‘Toytown’ school of architecture 
has left its mark, with bold, angular shapes 
and primary colours to match the drab 
denim of the masses. We fuss endlessly over 
the inconsequential motor car, which has 
become nothing more than another consum- 
able, and do not seem to care that a country 
that built itself on maritime strength will 
probably soon not have a shipyard left to 
call its own. 

It was reported recently that the average 
14-year-old in this country cannot name one 
engineer, British or otherwise; and this is 
not surprising. The prominent names today 
are mere flashes in the pan, the pinheads of 
media fame: Branson, whose contribution 
includes encouraging teenagers to indulge in 
fruitless, loveless sex; or Ratner, by his own 
admission a cheapjack, or some dim-witted 
professional footballer — these are the ones 
much more likely to be known and app- 
lauded by the young. The building site and 
shop floor can hold no appeal for a gener- 
ation which has grown accustomed to men 
manicuring their fingernails. 

The thing is that not only were British 
engineers of the not-so-distant past colourful, 
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dynamic characters, who amazed with their 
skill and ingenuity, first in civil and later in 
mechanical engineering, and who were often 
ranked alongside military heroes in British 
history, there was a more practical reason 


for the admiration they received: they were 


meat and rink to the country — doers and 
earners for Britain, who would often wear 
themselves out in the service of projects in 
which they believed, and would pull others 
— emulators — along in their wake. Isam- 


bard Kingdom Brunel was wheeled across 


his splendid new Albert Bridge broken and 
dying, having achieved more and greater 
things in a short lifetime than a dozen 
modern design committees could ever do. 


A FAILURE OF GOVERNMENT 


Has some mysterious genetic change 
really destroyed the courage and invent- 
iveness of us British? No, not a bit of it! All 
that has happened is that government has 
failed to provide the conditions for our 
qualities to flourish — when it has not in fact 


acted determinedly against every spark of. 


revival. It is an insult to our inborn creative 
genius that government has brought in ‘hired 
help’. It is a national disgrace that the old 
and well established system of craft appren- 
ticeships should have been allowed to 
collapse, and that towns like Swindon should 
have been torn asunder. Just as so-called 


‘recessions’ are artificial phenomena, being 
caused not by physical factors but by 
finance, so also is our oft-mentioned British 
decline entirely a matter of human disorgan- 
isation, not degeneration. 

To re-establish ourselves, I believe we 
must relax today’s obsession with educat- 
ional qualifications and encourage individual 
flair to come forth, as it did most notably in 
Victorian times. All those with skills who 
have been thrown out of work, or who now 
vegetate in undemanding jobs, must where 
possible be enticed back into industry. And 
there is urgent requirement for this: as much 
as with science and the arts and crafts, if the 
skilled trades are starved of gifted 
practitioners they may become as long lost 
as they were after the decline of the ancient 
empires. 

Like Japan, we are, still an imperial 
nation. The difference is that our empire- 
building days have been completed, and we 
have a family of kindred nations overseas as 
a legacy. Japan’s days of expansion are yet 
to come, as we shall see when she re-arms 
and resumes her military tradition, looking 
covetously towards Australia’s near-empty 
lands and great mineral wealth. 

Our role in the future should be to 
provide the technological base for a world- 
wide union of our descendants, just as we 
once did for a polyglot world empire. It 
should fall to us to develop and manufacture 


the stuff of an advanced civilisation for 
guaranteed and preferred outlets in Aust- 
ralia, New Zealand and Canada, as well as 
for the other countries where our exports 
would become competitive through volum- 
inous sales. 

Given this role once again, it is a 
certainty that towns like Swindon would 
need to revert to their former purpose, not 
only providing for a vastly enlarged railway 
network and a new age of trams, but also 
for new projects abroad. Powerful, solid, 
state-controlled locomotives, stressed-body 
coaches, freight vehicles with self-steering 
bogies and auto-couplers, containers and 
new easy-handling devices, signalling equip- 
ment, control systems and all the rest would 
come off the production lines. All the skills 
and talent that presently go to waste would 
need to be drawn out, nurtured and put back 
to work, taking British railway know-how 
back to the top. 

One thing is clear. In the new Swindon 
there would be no place for the Honda 
engine plant. Indeed in the new Britain there 
would be no place for any Japanese factor- 
ies. And with regard to the latter’s owners, 
no doubt some of us would contemplate the 
words of Kipling on the matter of East and 
West. Others might become more excited 
and exclaim: ‘‘You might have taken Singa- 
pore but you ain't taking Blighty. So ...... 
off home!”? 


THE SUBLIME CERTAINTY 
OF THE LIBERAL 


NOEL A. HUNT examines a self-righteous bigotry which 
neither facts nor experience will ever shake 


If ever there were a nation of gods, they 
might be governed by a democracy. So 
perfect a government will not agree with 
man” 

Jean-Jacgues Rousseau 
THE SOCIAL CONTRACT 


MOST OF US as we go about our daily 
business are subject to doubts, to reapp- 
raisals of situations and to changes of 
mind and plan. When a plan goes wrong, 
we tend to rethink the matter, design a 
new plan and start afresh. 

None of these uncertainties afflict that 
minority of a minority known as ‘liberals’. 
For them there are no doubts. They know. 
Has the expenditure of £5 million failed to 
halt the ‘urban blight’? Then clearly we 
must spend £10 million. The liberal can get 
away with this nonsense because of his firm 
grip on the media, academia and the polit- 
icians. A surprisingly effective though 
unmentioned censorship ensures that when 
such matters are discussed only liberal 
viewpoints may be expressed. | 

For instance, is there unrest anywhere in 


the world? If and where there is, the remedy 
is plain: what is needed is ‘democracy’. To 
the liberal, democracy means universal 
suffrage and regular elections, and this is the 
universal cure-all. 

To the realist, democracy has conclusively 
shown itself to be, not a panacea, but a 
Pandora’s box, replete with troubles and 
grief for those who open it. 

British liberals are concerned about 
elections a little while ago in Kuwait. Never 
mind that it is absolutely no business of ours 
what the Kuwaitis choose to do in their own 
land. What bothers the liberal is that in 
Kuwait women, naturalised citizens, stateless 
Arabs and foreign workers are all excluded 
from the elections. 

This concern is typically expressed in The 
Economist, trendily liberal and impeccably 
politically correct as ever. The Economist 
says: ‘‘But how much better for Kuwait if 


women were allowed to vote...and second- 


class citizens...’’ This is a fine example of 
the trick which might be called The Doctrine 
of Assumed Assent. One adopts a loftily 


self-righteous stand, and assumes that all but 
the criminally insane are in agreement. 

But why would it be better, and if so 
better for whom, if Kuwaiti women voted? 
Perhaps it would be better, but let us hear 
proof and not liberal dogmas. Why would it 
be better if stateless Arabs and foreign 
nationals could vote? Better for whom? Has 
universal suffrage brought peace and 
happiness to Britain, America or other so- 
called ‘democracies’? Clearly it has not. So 
why should it do so in Kuwait? 

To many, the Kuwaiti electoral system 
will seem the epitome of common sense. In 
Britain many of our troubles stem from the 
fact that we have been foolish enough to 
allow massive immigration by unassimilable 
racial groups, and that we have then made 
matters worse by allowing them to vote. The 
Kuwaitis seem so far to have avoided this 
idiocy. 

The Kuwaitis are Arabs. No Arab country 
has ever produced an indigenous political 
system under which everyone has a vote. 

Contd. overleaf 
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THE SUBLIME CERTAINTY 
OF THE LIBERAL 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Such a concept is alien to them. So just how 
will giving a vote to every inhabitant of 


Kuwait solve that country’s political 
problems? There is no evidence that it will. 
There is much evidence that it will not. 

But, all these questions aside, the matter 
is Kuwait’s business anyway. Why should it 
concern us? 


NO TRADITION OF DEMOCRACY 


Another case in point is that of China. 
Talking heads throughout the West take it as 
axiomatic that what China desperately needs 
is universal suffrage. They point to a few 
who claim to be students and to speak for 
China in support of this view. Some Chinese 
students and politicians with axes to grind 
are no doubt in favour of ‘democracy’. But 
there is no evidence at all that the majority 
of the Chinese want any such thing. 

In all their long history the Chinese have 
never opted for universal suffrage. They 
seem to prefer rule by old men with a taste 
for strong action. What we are taught to call 
with horror the ‘massacre of Tiananmen 
Square’ was by Chinese standards a very 
modest blood-letting, designed to discourage 
minority lawlessness. To some of us it may 
have seemed tyrannical, but there is no 
evidence that this is how it appears to the 
average Chinese. 

And in any case, again, it is no business 
of ours how the Chinese people choose to 
regulate their internal affairs. 


ASSUMPTION OF ALTRUISM 


It is a basic liberal assumption that a man, 
once given a vote, becomes thereby 
endowed with almost superhuman altruism 
and public spirit, that he will use his vote 
wisely and selflessly for the common good. 
The rest of us know that he will in fact 
simply vote for the politician who promises 
him the most for the least. The more 
restricted the franchise and the more 
stringent the rules of admission thereto, the 
better for us all. In The Specious Origins of 
Liberalism Anthony Ludovici very truly 
remarks that: ‘‘The fatal objection to democ- 
racy is this: it excludes all possible means of 
correcting or neutralising the effects of the 
natural iniquity of man...” Precisely. 
> It might be possible to accept this almost 
frantic insistence on universal suffrage if it 
had brought peace, happiness and prosperity 
to, say, Ghana, Malawi, Zambia or ‘Zim- 
babwe’. In fact, democracy, forced upon 
these countries by the ruling liberal minority 
in the West, has brought only despotic rule 
by corrupt and incompetent dictators, mass 
starvation and a huge flood of refugees. An 
excellent example of democracy in action is 
to be found in the Bible (Matthew 27 and 
Mark 15), when Pilate asked the crowd: 
**Which shall I release?’’ It will be recalled 
that the crowd answered: *'Give us 
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THE LIBERAL ITCH TO INTERFERE 


Typical do-gooder (in this case the actress Audrey Hepburn) seen here on an aid 

mission to Ethiopia. It seems not to occur to these people that it is their own 

prescriptions for African ‘independence’ that have created the tragedies of disease and 
hunger that they now rush hither and thither to remedy. 


Barabbas!’’ (a robber). 

Not even in the West, which invented the 
idea, has democracy been a huge success. It 
has in fact merely ensured that the lowest 
common denominator shall rule. Democracy, 
in the shape of universal suffrage, has given 
the West ever-growing racial polarisation, 
race riots which grow steadily more frequent 
and more vicious. Yet no criticism of 
universal suffrage may ever be publicly 


voiced. H.L. Mencken was probably right 
when he remarked that: ‘‘Democracy is a 
form of religion: it is the worship of jackals 
by jackasses.” 

But none of this impresses itself on the 
skulls of liberals. They just are not the sort 
of people who are willing to learn something 
from the vast fund of human experience. 
Arguing with them is pointless. They are 
totally certain that they are right. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


God did not choose any women apostles. But He did choose a woman to be the 
mother of His Son. So it would seem likely that he approved of motherhood. More 
than approved; almost deified. Mary’s role in Christianity preceded that of the 


apostles... 


One of the reasons put forward in favour of the ordination of women is the 
shortage of good men wanting to be priests, and | do not doubt that there is such 
a shortage which Christians are right to worry about. But there is another even more 
serious shortage about which | suspect Christ would have us worry far more: the 
shortage of good women prepared to dedicate their lives, as Mary dedicated hers, 


to being mothers and nothing else. 


. 


In the Church of England, which tolerates married clergy, a woman can in theory 


be both a priest and a mother. But can they combine two such onerous roles in 
practice? Less so, | should have thought, than can women lawyers, doctors, etc., if 
only because the vocational commitment of a good priest is so much profounder than 
the professional commitment of even the most responsible doctor or lawyer... 

Not being a theologian, | may be writing theological nonsense. So let me put the 
point more plainly. Good Christian women are needed today more in the home than 
anywhere else. There — and not in the pulpit — is where they can serve God best, 
by bringing up Christian children. That all-important duty can no longer be left to the 
schools; still less to the father. More often than not it is either done by the mother 


or not done at all. 


All that the encouraging of women to go out to work has done is to deprive homes 


of their civilising influence... 


Peregrine Worsthorne (SUNDAY TELEGRAPH, November 15th) 


ABOUT SHOCKS AND SHARES 


JAMES MOTTRAM warns of the dangers of investing in the 
stock market under present conditions 


THE SPECTACLE of a British prime 
minister and his chancellor of the 
exchequer acting like puppets while inter- 
national bankers hold the strings would be 
comical if it had not such serious conse- 
quences for all of us. Devaluation, a form 
of economic suicide, has effectively robbed 
the prudent members of our population of 
a sizeable percentage of the value of their 
savings, and lower interest rates have 
wiped out the tiny sums in the form of 
interest on savings accounts with which 
those who have struggled to put by a little 
capital — most of them now elderly and on 
fixed incomes — have been able to 
purchase what few comforts they can 
afford. 

It is against the intimidating background 
of devaluation, low interest rates and (under 
the present system) consequent inflation that 
the small investor may decide to venture into 
the stock market in the apparently harmless 
form of a personal equity plan (PEP), or a 
unit trust fund, and it is essential in just such 
circumstances as these that the potential 
investor needs to be aware of the risks 
involved. 

Anyone capable of reading a newspaper 
headline must know of the financial scandals 
of the past year, and logically one might 
suppose that these exposures would serve as 
a warning of the dangers inherent in respon- 
ding to any invitation to invest in the finan- 
cial markets. Paradoxically, such exposures 
may have quite the opposite effect: the 
innocent investor is disposed to think the 
villains have been given their come-uppance, 
that the market is therefore now well 
regulated, and that it is safe once again to 
venture into it. What the inexperienced fail 
to realise is that huge losses occur not so 
much as a result of some epic fraud but 
more as a consequence of the continual 
process of bloodletting which the stock 
exchange exists to encourage and exploit. 

If, instead of reading only the headlines, 
the potential investors read the small print as 
well, they may come upon the following 
information as it appeared in the Daily 
Telegraph on Saturday, August Ist:- 


**Y.J. Lovell has come a long way since 
1989, when it failed to take over Higgs & 
Hill — most of the journey, as far as 
shareholders are concerned, being sharply 
downhill. Yesterday it was announced that 
from Monday the company will no longer 
be a member of the FT All-Share Index. 
The stock dropped another 2p to 8'4p 
compared with the 314p achieved in the 
Summer of 1987. 

**Others departing the broad index include 
Harland Simon (up 1 at 18p compared with 
1989’s high of 736p), Cannon Street 
Investments (off % at 7% against 388p in 
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THE HAZARDS OF MODERN INVESTMENT 


This cartoon appeared in the Sunday Times of November 15th 


1987) and Regalian Properties (down % at 
614 yesterday compared with 1987’s high 
of 297p). | 

**Their replacements in the index are 
market newcomers Anglian Group (up 5 at 
208p), MFI Furniture (steady at 120p) and 
Taunton Cider (2 better at 160p). 


Those who imagine that by spreading the 
risk through the medium of a PEP they will 
escape such catastrophes will find little 
consolation in the further comment taken 
from a recent issue of the Daily Telegraph in 
which appeared the Micropal PEP guide 
informing us that:- 


**Only one PEP out of the 91 surveyed 
over five years returned more than the 
£161 which would have been obtained 
without risk from a high-interest building 
society account. How the PEP managers 
must be looking forward to next month, 
when the 1987 stock market crash drops 
out of their five-year performance 
statistics.” 


It will be apparent from the foregoing that 
not only may one’s money simply disappear 
in the stock market but that all those 
companies responsible for its disappearance 
will be removed from the FT All-Share 
Index and replaced by others showing a 
small profit, thus maintaining the illusion of 
continuing prosperity. In the face of such 
evidence, it is remarkable than anyone could 
be so naive as to risk investing in the stock 
market anywhere. 


CITY CROOKS 

Not infrequently, the managing directors 
of public companies, knowing that their 
appointment confers upon them a licence to 


plunder, will award themselves colossal 
salaries at the same time as they lead a 
company to disaster. One need be in no 
doubt about the character of these criminals, 
perhaps best described by Auberon Waugh, 
saying in the Daily Telegraph of December 
7th 1991:- 


**...I have often observed that in my own 
generation, whereas the brightest and best 
of all went into journalism, the second- 
raters into law and third-raters into the 
Foreign Office or politics, only the dregs 
went into the City or advertising or 
industry. Since many of those attracted into 
the City were crooks — or at any rate 
people prepared to cut corners, whose 
chief concern was easy money — and these 
people, now in their fifties, are among the 
City’s leading lights, we should not be 
surprised if the whole system is geared to 
the convenience of these get-rich-quick 
merchants at the expense of ordinary 
savers.” i 
So confident of success are the stock 
market crooks that they make almost no 
effort io conceal their fraudulent intentions, 
convinced as they are that their victims are 
too simple-minded to realise what is being 
done to them; and even the jargon employed 
by stockbrokers and the absurd projections 
made by advertising departments of unit 
trust funds may be seen as expressions of 
total contempt for the intelligence of the 
punter. The word ‘loss’ is not included in 
the stockbroker’s vocabulary. No matter 
how large the actual loss incurred, every 
transaction is described as a ‘bargain’, and 
the date of a purchase or sale as a ‘bargain 
Contd. overleaf 
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ABOUT SHOCKS AND SHARES 
(Contd. from prev. page) | 


date’. Financial columnists, who live of 
course in the pockets of City gentlemen, 
may be instructed to boost confidence in a 
share by saying that it has ‘rocketed’ in 
price from 250p to 260p. The same column- 
ists may say of the same share a year or so 
later that, in falling from 250p to 30p, it has 
suffered ‘a slight setback”! 

Adverts in the financial press often assert 
that £50 invested in a trust 20 years ago 
‘could’ with profits reinvested be worth 
something approaching half a million today. 
Such claims are commonly just fanciful lies, 
having their origin in the sales department of 
the fund. Sometimes, however, there is an 
alternative explanation. A young actuary 
with a degree in mathematics and a desire to 


please his employers will be given the 


history of a particular fund and asked to 
assume that over a period of 20 years he 
sold out immediately before the price of the 
units fell, and bought in again immediately 
afterwards. This policy might involve some 
thousands of transactions and ‘could’ of 
course result in gains of fairytale propor- 
tions. : 
The following excerpt from the Daily 
Mail for October 17th 1992 would suggest 
that those operating in the American markets 
who are not either criminals or innocent 
dupes may be retarded adolescents: - 
“As a result of the recession and the 
prolonged slow market, the Pacific Stock 
Exchange in Los Angeles has ordered 
members to stop time-filling diversions like 
sniping across the trading floor with 
elastic-band catapults.” 


CONSPIRACY OF SILENCE 


When enormous sums of money are in the 
hands of such people, and when a large part 
of that money is lost for good to great 
numbers of private investors, one may 
reasonably ask why such losses are seldom 
discussed, let alone resented. There are 
several possible explanations. 

Investing in the stock market has been 
most appropriately described as a form of 
gambling for the middle classes, and it must 
be admitted that this one class is largely 
responsible for the conspiracy of silence. 
Among such people, gambling is usually 
regarded as a shameful activity, and it is 
considered wise not to make any mention of 
it. The few members of this class who do 
not share this inhibition may boast about 
making a ‘killing’ in the stock market while 
at the same time avoiding any reference to 
their losses, which may be regarded as a 
measure of their ineptitude. Why such losses 
are felt to be such an embarrassment is 
something of a mystery, since the losers are 
in excellent company. At various times such 
a mixed assembly as Charles Dickens, Lord 
Beaverbrook, Groucho Marx and even John 
Maynard Keynes have been rendered 
destitute by investing in stocks and shares. 

Another reason for the absence of 
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comment on the amount of money lost on 
the stock market may be that amongst a 
section of the middle class such losses are 
not regarded as being of any real conse- 
guence. They are gambling for the most part 
with inherited money and have no idea of its 
value. There is much more of it in the 
pipeline, and one simply waits for another 
relative to die. Death indeed must enter 
freguently into this discussion since many 
investors will die without ever knowing 
anything about the loss they have sustained. 
Aunt Ethel who believes she is leaving a 
fortune to her favourite nephew may in fact 
be leaving him with worthless bits of paper. 
When this is not the case, and the shares 
that Auntie held for some decades are worth 
three or four times what she paid for them, 
a nephew may imagine that the shares have 
done rather well. Not being very bright and 
having no understanding of simple arith- 
metic, he may never understand that the 
original sum invested over such a lengthy 
period of time at a modest rate of compound 
interest in a building society and almost 
entirely without risk would have provided 
him with a more bountiful legacy. 


NEED FOR UNDERSTANDING 
GREATER THAN EVER 


In the post-Thatcherite society, after the 
promotion of a share-owning democracy, 
people of all classes may now become 
embroiled in the stock market in the form of 
PEPs and unit trusts, and even without their 
knowledge through the medium of invested 
pension funds. It is therefore more important 
than ever before that the function of the 
stock market be widely understood. Stock- 
brokers, managing directors, executives and 
dishonest entrepreneurs do indeed do very 
well out of manipulating the markets, but 
only at the expense of the small investor. 
Politicians who could so easily expose 
banking scandals before any real harm is 
done, who could ensure that crooks were not 
issued with a licence to deal in government 
securities and who could prevent the mis- 
appropriation of pension funds have no 


THE MODERN TORY PARTY can barely claim 
to call itself a Conservative Party; it no longer 
speaks for millions of natural conservatives (with 
a small ‘c’) like myself. 

What has this congeries of city brokers, 
‘consultants’, new university sociology graduates 
and ‘safe’ local Conservative bar-flies got in 
common with the party that supported the Stuarts 
and later accepted the Hanoverians? How can this 
philistine rabble speak for those millions of 
electorally dispossessed who every four or five 
years literally (like myself) force themselves into 
the polling booths simply to keep a loathed 
Labour Party out? 

The leader of the Tory Party, John Major, 
seems to combine all the worst features of this 
pseudo-Conservatism. Forever trumpeting his 
lowly upbringing in Brixton and Worcester Park, 
there is some-thing ineffably fake about him, 
down to the perpetual vacuous grin. What, after 
all, has this man got to grin about? How can this 


Disillusioned Tory voter speaks 


intention whatsoever of introducing the 
legislation necessary, since it is amongst 
those responsible for such frauds that they 
find their natural allies. 

Successive British Governments are badly 
in need of allies in the City because British 
industry is burdened by unique problems. 
The destruction of so much of our manufac- 
turing base has created a large indigenous 
population of unskilled workers forced out 
of employment, but the number of these is 
grotesquely augmented by some six or seven 
million (the precise number may never be 
known) legal or illegal coloured immigrants 
with no knowledge of anything except 
perhaps agrarian economies or trading in the 
bazaar. 

In a modern industrial society such 
people, who are able to acquire only the 
lowest level of skills, will always be 
unemployed or unemployable; and in the 
case of coloured workers this is not only for 
lack of skill but also because potential 
employers are well aware that an absurd 
‘race relations’ policy makes it almost 
impossible to dismiss the incompetent or 
intransigent worker who belongs to an ethnic 
minority without risking the payment of 


large sums in compensation. 


With a working population such as this, it 
is unlikely that gambling on the success of 
British industry will produce a satisfactory 
return, and it is to support such a population 
in idleness that governments plunder those 
hard-working citizens who have saved all 
their lives to maintain their independence in 
old age and who are concerned now to 
conserve their slender resources. 

Against robbery by the Government in the 
form of devaluation and contrived inflation, 
the private citizen has little defence. Anyone 
seeking to escape these hazards by investing 
in the stock market needs to be well aware 
of the possible consequences. There are of 
course enormous profits to be made from 
investing in stocks and shares, just as one 
may become rich from betting on horses; it’s 
simply a matter of knowing which horse is 
going to win before the race begins! 


Whip’s poodle, who has climbed the greasy pole. 
to the top via ‘merchant banking’ (about which he 
tells us mysteriously little) and the local council 
Mafia, call himself a Conservative? Has he done 
his utmost to defend British interests in Europe? 
John Major, like most of his party, looks and 
talks like a grey, semi-automated accountant. 
How can one take seriously a person who seems 
such a bloodless construct of Saatchi and Saatchi, 
who tell him when to change his hairstyle or his 
tie to suit his ‘image’? There seems to me barely 
an issue on which the party truly represents its 
long-suffering voters. Europe? Immigration? 
Women priests? Capital punishment? Educational 
standards? In almost every case the Tory Party 
has lamentably sold the pass. 
DAVID HEALD 
Canterbury 


Abridged version of a letter appearing in the 
Sunday Telegraph on November 22nd. 


“NEW EUROPE: 
HIDDEN PURPOSE 


Many people realise they are being lied to about the 
Maastricht Treaty, says IVOR BENSON, but far fewer 


understand why 


Reproduced from the August 1992 issue of 
Behind the News, available from PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. 


AS a vitally important stage is reached in 
progress towards a planned totalitarian 
New World Order, George Orwell is again 
on hand to help us to explain what is 
happening, and why. 

What needs explaining, or clarifying, is 
the chaos of conflicting interpretation and 
argument over the Maastricht Treaty, the 
blueprint for a planned New Europe — 
without which there can be no further 
progress towards a planned New World 
Order. 

Indeed, as all commentators now agree, 
the Maastricht Treaty contains the mechan- 
ism for abolishing each national currency by 
1999, and sets up a ‘European Citizenship’ 
which overrides those of all the separate EC 
nations. 

A most useful Orwellian contribution to 
the ongoing controversy is a passage in his 
novel Nineteen Eighty-Four in which we 
read that Winston Smith was ‘‘afflicted with 
a sense of nightmare’? — which is what 
many now feel about the Maastricht Treaty 
— because he could see quite plainly that a 
huge imposture was being practised in 
Oceania, but could not understand what 
purpose it was meant to serve, or what real 
motive was behind it. 

So he wrote in his diary: ‘‘I understand 
how; I do not understand why.” 


COMMON MARKET CON-TRICK 


Everyone knows that an enormous amount 
of cheating was required in order to draw 
the 12 nations of Europe into the ‘Common 
Market’, or ‘European Community’, and 
that just as much lying and other forms of 
deception are now being used in an attempt 
to draw them into a single, centrally ruled 
European federation. 

But not everyone knows why there should 
have been so much lying and cheating in the 
promotion of a European ideal which all 
endorse. 

The heavy reliance on all the arts of 
deception by the so-called ‘Europhiles’ in 
their efforts to create a New Europe is being 
boldly exposed by their opposites, the *Euro- 
Sceptics’, who, like Winston Smith in Nine- 
teen Eighty-Four, can understand how it is 
being done, but cannot, or dare not, address 
the question Why? 

Why the need for the lying and cheating, 
when all can agree on the need for closer 


friendship and co-operation among the 
nations of Europe? 

Most forthright in exposing the ‘how’ 
aspect of the unfolding drama of a new 
Europe-in-the-making were papers in Conrad 
Black’s Telegraph Group. The Spectator 
magazine editorialised as follows in its issue 
of June 20th under the heading ‘The Big 
Lie’:- 

**The first rule of propaganda is that if a 


BELIEVES IN HIS OWN LIES 
Mr. Major, says an article in The Spect- 
ator magazine, is all the more convincing 
on Europe because he actually believes 
what he is saying — even though what he 
is saying is nonsense. 


lie is only repeated often enough people 
will believe it. The second rule is that the 
bigger the lie the more (not less) effect it 
will have, so long as repetition is sus- 
tained. And the third rule is that propa- 
gators of the lie will be more successful if 
they believe it to be true. 

**Take the following example. *The Maas- 
tricht Treaty marks the point at which, for 
the first time, we have begun to reverse 
the centralising trend in Europe.’ This 
statement as delivered by Mr. Major to the 
House of Commons last month and freg- 
uently repeated by him satisfies all three 
conditions. The Prime Minister does really 
believe this nonsense; but nonsense it 
remains. The Maastricht Treaty provides 
for a massive transfer of decision-making 
power from individual governments to the 
European level.’’ 


The Spectator repeated the accusation in 


its next issue: ‘“The Government is helping 
to build a new state in Europe of which the 
United Kingdom will be a subordinate part. 
To portray this as a decentralising process is 
to practise a fraud on the British public.’’ 


PUBLIC KEPT IN DARK 


Charles Moore, the Daily Telegraph’s 
Chief Assistant Editor, in an editorial-page 
article on May 22nd, expands at some length 
on the means that were used to get the 
Maastricht Treaty through the House of 
Commons. 

In Britain, he points out, the Treaty was 
not available to the public until two weeks 
before the vote was taken in parliament on 
May 21st, and then only in a 134-page 
official pamphlet costing £13.30. 

Moore goes on: ‘‘Even those who did 
read it may not have been much the wiser. 
The House of Commons Select Committee 
on European Legislation recently asked its 
legal adviser to provide a summary of the 
Treaty. In his introduction he writes: ‘This 
is a long and complex document, and a 
stranger to Community affairs could justif- 
iably find the structure impenetrable. Even 
those familiar with Community treaties could 
have considerable difficulty.’ ”’ | 

Peregrine Worsthorne, writing in the 
Sunday Telegraph, was egually forthright: 
**Why do our politicians deceive us so on 
these great issues, even going so far as to 
involve the Oueen in their deceptions?... 
Never can I recall a time when the gap 
between what politicians say in private and 
what they say in public is so great. While in 


: public they urge ratification of the Treaty of 


Maastricht, in private they admit that its 
drafting is so appallingly loose that nobody 
can tell what we are letting ourselves in 
for.” 

But his answer to his own question leaves 
the ultimate ‘Why?’ question unanswered: 
‘‘In the present circumstances it is down 
this duplicitous path that the course of 
patriotic duty unavoidably lies. Having 
signed the Single European Act, Britain has 
committed herself to ever closer European 
union, like it or not.”’ 

But why should the British now find them- 
selves on a ‘duplicitous path’ on which there 
is no turning back? Why should the path to 
the fulfilment of a European ideal have to be 
‘duplicitous’? That is the real ‘Why?’ 
question. | | 

**So far as foreign affairs are concerned,” 
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“NEW EUROPE’: 


HIDDEN PURPOSE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


says Worsthorne, ‘‘duplicities of diplomacy 
have always prevented plain speaking from 
ministers... nowadays, however, thanks to 
our membership of this ever-closer European 
union, the need for these duplicities is 
beginning to spread into every nook and 
cranny of our public life.”’ 


WILL CAUSE CONFLICT 


Ambrose Evans-Pritchard, another writer 
in The Spectator (July 11th), exposes the 
cunning piecemeal dismantling of British 
national sovereignty: ‘‘Even as Mr. Major 
goes about...denouncing the EEC Comm- 
ission as a ‘European monster out of 
control,’ his ministers are making legally 
binding concessions on issue after issue 
across the whole breadth of government.’’ 

The Euro-sceptics, still in a minority, can 
see with total clarity where it all leads. 

Writes Evans-Pritchard: ‘‘The idea that 
European concord can be achieved by 
binding the nations together in a single 
country with uniform policies is the most 
egregious fallacy of our age...it will cause 
us all to hate each other soon enough.”’ 

So why is it all being made to happen? 


George Orwell helps us to supply an 
answer to that question with a passage in his 
novel in which we read about the interro- 
gation of Winston Smith as he lies pinned to 
a bed in the dreaded Room 101:- 


** ‘And now’ (said the torturer, O’Brien, 
as he came closer to the bed) ‘let us get 
closer to the question of ‘how’ and ‘why’. 
You understand well enough how the party 
maintains itself in power, now tell me why 
we cling to power. What is our motive? 
Why should we want power? Go on, 
speak,’ he added as Winston remained 
silent.” 


Paradoxically, it is O’Brien himself who 


eventually supplies the right answer:- 


‘The party seeks power entirely for its 
own sake. We are not interested in the 
good of others; we are interested solely in 
power...Power is not a means; it is an 
end.” i 


That statement is one of the keys to the 
riddle of a vast enterprise which supposedly 
has as its aim the advancement of the inter- 
ests of the populations of all the countries of 
Europe. 

An exercise of great power, having for its 
sole object the increase of its own power — 
what a strange idea! 

An exercise of power in building a tunnel 
between England France is something every- 


Behind a policy, always an 


THE EDITOR ADDS A POSTSCRIPT TO THE FOREGOING ARTICLE 


Behind a policy, always an interest — or almost 
always. It is possible to conceive of political 
simpletons — of which there are many in parlia- 
ment today — supporting a course of action for 
no better reason than that it sounds good to them. 
But behind such a vast undertaking as the shaping 
of the European Community, which could not 
have been brought to its present advanced stage 
of achievement without the inspiration and 
backing of formidable minds, some group of 
people stands to gain. Mr. Benson hás done us a 
service in his article ‘ ‘New Europe’: Hidden 
Purpose’ by taking us beyond the mere question 
of what is happening — which many can see for 
themselves because it is becoming ever more 
glaringly evident — to the next question of why 
it is happening. He answers this later question by 
saying that, as in Orwell’s Nineteen Eighty-Four, 
it is happening because the people making it 
happen are interested in power — power for its 
own sake, not power for any purpose of human 
betterment. | 

But beyond this question of the ‘why?’ of the 
EC there is the further guestion: who wants the 
power? The pursuit of power as an end in itself is 
perfectly understandable as a motive in indiv- 
iduals, and has been explored extensively by 
psychologists in their essays on paranoia, megalo- 
mania and similar phenomena of the individual 
mind. None of this, however, answers the 
guestion as to why collective action on the scale 
involved in present drives towards a single 
Europe and the ‘New World Order’ could be 
explained merely in terms of the pursuit of power 
for its own sake. Mere psychology does not 
suffice here; there has to be an interest to which 
a great many individuals are loyal and from 
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whose victory they see themselves as standing to 
benefit. What is the binding factor in identifying 
that interest? This is the most crucial guestion of 
all. 

Mr. Benson’s omission of this from his article 
on the subject is certainly not due to any lack of 
awareness of the guestion on his part, for in his 
general writings he has illuminated the subject as 
well as any writer [ know; almost certainly the 
omission is due to limitations of space and the 
need to concentrate the mind of the reader on one 
phase of the riddle at a time. As his own post- 
script to the article, he says:- 

‘‘Those who feel they understand the Orwellian 

answer to the ‘Why’ question in the context of 

present European politics will realise that it 
invites another question which could be even 
more important: ‘Who?’. Or rather, what are the 
forces in modern power politics symbolised by 

Big Brother in Orwell’s Nineteen Eighty-Four? 

What are the forces now bent on destroying 

Europe as a cultural and historical entity? That 

question will be answered in the next issue of 

this service.”’ 


To which the obvious follow-up is to recomm- 
end the reader to obtain the September 1992 issue 
of Behind the News. Rather than duplicate here 
what is said in that issue, I would simply like to 
add a few concluding comments which deal with 
the question itself rather than with the answer to 
it, for even without such an answer the question 
alone is significant enough. It underlines the 
reality that in all serious politics there is an 
interest that precedes every policy and even 
every ideal and principle. British politics are in 
chaos today because we lack leaders who have 
any basic conception of such an interest, of the 


one can understand, whether he likes it or 
not. But an exercise of power having no aim 
except an increase of power — that is 
something most people find it hard even to 
imagine. 

Yet that is precisely what is being 
attempted by those who use all the power 
they have trying to impose a revolutionary 
new dispensation on Europe. 

It is an increase in power they must have 
1f they are to achieve the greater victory of 
a totalitarian New World Order. 

So why the great controversy? Why the 
emergence of hordes of Euro-Sceptics in all 
the countries of Europe? What was it that 
prompted the Danish people to return a ‘No’ 
vote in the referendum? 

The answer in brief: It is impossible to 
create a new Europe which meets the 
reguirements of those who need it only as a 
means of increasing their power, and at the 
same time would be acceptable to the 
peoples of Europe. In other words, all the 
people cannot be deceived all the time as 
they have foisted on them a new dispen- 
sation that was never even meant to be one 
they would want. 

The only guestion now to be answered is 
whether enough of the people of Europe can 
be awakened in time to avoid falling victims 
of one of the greatest impostures of 20th 
century history. 


interest 


opposing interests that array themselves against it 
and of the conflict of interests that emerges in 
conseguence. As a result, they are like soldiers in 
a war who are not even aware of who the enemy 
is — because they lack the even more funda- 
mental awareness of the identity of their own 
side. 

Mr. Benson has himself addressed this question ' 
in his writings where he has said that essential to 
the unravelling of the mysteries of contemporary 
politics is that the individual should begin with a 
basic and firm set of principles, an ideological 
viewpoint from which all questions of right and 
wrong can be assessed. This is anothemway of 
describing what modern journalists speak of as 
the ‘conviction politician’ — as opposed to the 
‘consensus politician’. Some people enter politics 
with a clearly conceived aim as to what they 
want, and thus a set of principles to guide them in 
their everyday dealings; others do so completely 
lacking in any such anchor, and therefore are 
unable to judge issues according to any firm 
moral or philosophical criteria but just drift one 
way or the other as the wind takes them. Rarely 
have the latter type ever attained statesman 
quality; they have just amounted to the flotsam 
and jetsam swept along on the tides of history. 

But preceding such an ideological viewpoint, a 
politician needs an interest with which to identify 
and to which he or she can render wholly selfless 
service. The nation provides just such an 
interest; without it there is nothing. Principles of 
right and wrong are all very well, but they pose 
the questions: right and wrong for whom? Right 
and wrong for what? With the nation as the 
anchor of one’s loyalty, these questions become 
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SIR: In the last decade the word ‘racist’ has 
been given entirely new meanings. In fact a 
whole multitude of meanings of the word 
now prevail. 

The popular theory of a ‘racist’ is a 
person who hates foreign races — in effect, 
a xenophobe. But is ‘racism’ a simple case 
ot hatred, as our political masters would like 
us all to believe? Let us turn to the Oxford 
Dictionary's definition: ‘‘Racialism: the 
theory that human abilities, etc., are 
determined by race; racist.”? 

According to the sociologist there are no 
differences in human ability between diff- 
erent races, and such inegualities that do 
exist are caused by social background and 
environment. Is the sociologist telling the 
truth? Not according to many anthropologists 
who have studied this vexed issue exten- 
sively. Their research has shown that racial 
eguality is a myth. 

In the view of our politicians, purveyors 
of racial truths must be prosecuted and in 
some cases thrown into jail. We only have 
to witness the treatment of John Tyndall and 
John Morse in 1986, when both were 
hounded by the police, taken to court, given 
a phony ‘trial’ and jailed. The reason? They 
wrote and published material that was 
alleged likely to cause ‘racial hatred’ — 
though all it did in fact was point to inherent 
racial differences. Such is the hysteria 
surrounding the issue of ‘racism’. 

To the rational observer, the only way to 
arrive at an acceptable truth cn the matter is 
to convene a meeting to be held live before 
a national television audience, at which the 
respective sides can debate the issue and 
allow the viewers to decide for themselves. 
But there is one crucial thing st »pping such 
a debate taking place. The poliicians and 
controllers of TV will not allow it — they 
fear that their multi-racial policies will 
become discredited before the eyes of the 
nation. 

So much for ‘democracy’! 

SIMON SMITH 
Nottingham 


SIR: How much longer have we to endure 
the antics of the verminous ‘national’ news 
media as they daily vomit forth further 
Dallas-like ‘revelations’ of the Royal Family 


and the intrigues around it? 
Is it not ironic that had King Edward VIII 


= not been forced to abdicate we might have 


been spared these boring doses of the soap- 
opera capers of the future King and his 
consort? Not only that, but this country 
might not have been duped into a totally 
unnecessary war which resulted in its 
present position of a banana-republic-like 
multi-racial slum! 

Thank God for yourself and the BNP — 
the only hope Britain now has. What a 
marvellous result for Barry Osborne! It is at 
times like these that one can still have hope 
for the future! 

W.G. YOUNG 
London S.E.11 


SIR: Indians, Pakistanis, Bangladeshis and 
many other foreigners can easily buy 
property in Britain, but it is not possible for 
British people to buy property in India, 
Pakistan or Bangla Desh (unless, as in the 
case of India, one bribes local politicians) or 
to obtain right of residence. It is possible to 
obtain a work permit if your would-be 
employers can prove that your skills are not 
available among the local population. That is 
all. 

As for rights of religious worship, try 
finding a Christian church anywhere in the 
Arab world or in Pakistan. There are such 
places but they are very few. It is illegal in 
many Arab countries to wear a crucifix 

When Britain introduced visa requirements 
for visiting Indians the Indian Premier at the 
time, Rajiv Gandhi, labelled us ‘racists’. He 
did not mention that it has always been 
necessary Britons to obtain visas to visit 
India. 

P. ROSE 
London S.W.15 


SIR: Regarding the planned destruction of 
the British coal industry, readers may be 
interested (although perhaps not surprised) to 


learn that the original propesals for closure 
stemmed from a study carried out for the 
Coal Board by that great ‘British’ institution 
the Rothschilds. 
Is further comment needed? 
J. KERRIGAN 
Westward Ho! Devon 


SIR: I find myself in wholehearted agree- 
ment with John Tyndall’s article in the 
November issue, ‘The government we 
deserve?’ Quite clearly, our political system 
militates against the emergence of any real 
leadership of the kind with which’ this and 
other nations have, at intervals, been blessed 
in past ages. 

The successful politician in today’s parlia- 
mentary racket is invariably the one best 
able to appeal to the majority’s instincts of 
selfishness, greed, materialism and social 
and national irresponsibility. The Majors of 
this world are the price we pay for the 
upkeep of our glorious mass-democracy. 

You will note that Clinton recently won 
the US presidential election by offering 
everything to every minority interest in the 
country — and of course genuflecting in 
craven manner to the most powerful 
minority of all, which will henceforth own 
him lock, stock and barrel. 

G. WATERS 
Maryport, Cumbria 


SIR: Did readers notice an article in The 
Times Saturday Review (November 14th) 
about the grave concern of leaders of the 
Jewish community that so many of their 
young people are marrying ‘outside the 
faith’? The Chief Rabbi Dr. Jonathan Sacks 
has said of this: ‘‘Have we lost the will to 
survive?” 

This is of course downright ‘racism’ — 
something quite OK for the Jews but not 
allowed to us — nicht wahr? - 

J.D.MILLER 
Aberdeen 
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ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author's Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL'S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain's World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the *establishment? publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 


biblical times, packed with little known and long 


suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. \ 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
—and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
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story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 


campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 


. GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 


behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler's 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 


(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical _ 


methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 


Unconditional 
Hatred 
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GANDA 
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£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel's second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

I.0. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. ' 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 


existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THEx (Laurence R. 
Brown) £12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a 
new interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 


Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
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vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of guotations from a wide variety of writers, 


many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Govemment by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 


Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its. 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. | 
ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
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Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enguirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 


JOIN Sy 
US! ON 


The British National Party is recruiting new members in this 
area 


The BNP is the only party that puts the British people first — in jobs, 
housing, education and welfare 

The BNP is the only party that defends the rights of white comm- 
unities under threat from floods of immigrants 

The BNP says er murderers, including IRA 
terr 


‘orists, sho! ty 
The BNP totally opposes all attempts to break up the United 
Kingdom 
The BNP is against the Maastricht Treaty and stands for British 
independence from Europe 
is against destroying British jobs by importing foreign 
goods which we have the skills and urces to in this 
ry; it believes the way to full employment is by buying British 
immigration and believes in Britain for the 


country; it 
The BNP opposes mass grati 
British 
Stand up and be counted! Join our Battle for Britain! 


NEW 
RECRUITING 
LEAFLET 
(See this 


page) 


National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 

Join us! New recruiting leaflet designed to aid coming 
BNP Autumn and Winter recruitment campaign. Gives 
brief account of best-known BNP policies. A summons 
to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat. This leaflet points out how 
the war in the Middle East has exposed big internal 
divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on one side 
and most of the indigneous population on the other — 
another indicator of the harmful consequences of the 
multi-racial and multi-faith society. 


If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special - 


favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 


Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. | 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for *warm-up' 
purposes. Based on the “Rights for Whites' theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally 92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. | 

Jei ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally '90. nae owe ey E BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
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Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally '89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

'87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 

'82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
* Unite and fight for Britain's future'. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) “Our Anglo- 


Saxon heritage'; (2) ' Britain's economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ~The case for 
nationalism’; (2) * Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) Why we 
must repatriate'; (2) ~Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall S IV. Two studio talks: (1) ~The way to 
full employment’; (2) ~The racial time-bomb'. 


— Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 


34p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 
British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £10.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 

Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1FO, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ~must' for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Party growth continues nationwide 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY growth 
continues. The recruitment of new members, 
after slowing up a little after the general 
election in April, has again picked up 
rapidly over the past couple of months, and 
the party will begin the new year larger and 
stronger by far than at any time in its ten- 
year history. 

This is reflected all around the country, 
with new active units emerging in several 
places. Quite recently, new local addresses 
have been registered in Portadown (Northern 
Ireland), West Lothian (Scotland), North 
Wales, Watford, Luton & Dunstable (the 
revival of a group that temporarily folded up 
a year or so back) and the Isle of Wight. 
Other units are in the process of being 
formed and will probably be formally inaug- 
urated early in 1993. 

There is no doubt that this growth is 
connected with a dramatic change in the 
political climate in Britain, also reflected in 
the magnificent 20 per-cent election result 
achieved in ‘tower Hamlets,which we 
reported last month. Traditional Labour 
supporters have been deserting their party 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 


+ 93p post 
+ 
+ 

100 copies £21.00 + 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 


£3.15 post 
£4.10 post 
£4.65 post 
£5.35 post 
£6.25 post 
£7.80 post 
£7.80 post 
by Roadline 


150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40 
400 copies £66.00 
500 copies £78.00 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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Legal Fund: latest 


for some time; now this is being followed by 
a massive disillusionment on the part of 
former Tories. Some journalists have 
commented that we could be witnessing the 
beginnings of a massive political upheaval in 
Britain, with the party landscape altered out 
of all recognition. Already a nationalist 
resurgence has occurred in a number of 


WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from page 3) 


reluctance to take further refugees from the 
war in former Yugoslavia. As just one 
example, the Kurier newspaper of Vienna 
has contrasted what it calls the ‘‘bone-hard 
British” with Austria’s lavish reception to 
Bosnians fleeing from the war. Against this, 
our own Government has been protesting 
that Britain’s social and relief services 
simply cannot handle any further large 
numbers escaping from the war zone, and 
has even refused entry to 175 who have 
attempted entry to this country. 

In fact, the Government is, for once in a 


Since last month donations to the 
British National Party Legal Fund have 
amounted to £289.00. This brings the 
total raised so far to £1,014.00 towards 
the fund’s provisional target of £2,000. 

The fund has been necessitated by a 


— court action involving BNP leaders John 
` Tyndall and Richard Edmonds, who 


have been fined in consequence of BNP 
publicity material being displayed in a 
public place without local authority 
planning permission - despite the fact 
that neither had any knowledge of, nor 
gave his consent to, the display. The two 
have appealed to the High Court against 
this verdict, and the cost of their legal 
representation is estimated as being 
likely to be not less than £2,000. 

We thank those who have contributed 
to the fund over the past month. All 
future donations should go to: British 
National Party Legal Fund, PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


countries in Continental Europe. Britain, 
with its different political system and its 
extremely conservative (small ‘c’) public, 
was always likely to react more slowly to 
this trend. Recent developments, however, 
show that we are catching up. All the more 
reason for the party’s activists redoubling 
their efforts in 1993! 


while, right — but for all the wrong reasons. 
The barriers it has put up against Bosnian 
and other Balkan refugees are intended to 
serve one purpose only: to enable it to 
maintain a posture of ‘toughness’ and ‘resol- 
ution’ over immigration in the face of 
mounting public concern over that issue. 

While a furious argument is raging over 
whether 175 people from Bosnia should be 
let into Britain, something like a third of a 
million people are continuing to flood into 
this country every year from other quarters, 
most of them coming from the Third World 
and thereby adding to our already enormous 
non-white population. Add this to the birth- 
rate among non-white mothers among the 
already existing immigrant population, and 
we have an explosion of epidemic propor- 
tions. Compared with this, a small number 
of refugees from what was Yugoslavia does 
not count for very much. 

This is not to say that those refugees 
should be let in; they should not — much 
though we sympathise with their plight. The 
rule that Britain has quite enough people 
already and that it is not in our interest to 
take in yet more foreign ethnic groups is one 
that holds good whether those seeking entry 
are Europeans from Bosnia, Blacks from the 
West Indies or Asians from the Indian sub- 
continent. 

Nevertheless, the harm done by accepting 
moderate numbers of Bosnian and other 
former Yugoslav refugees is but a fraction 
of that already done by acceptance of the 
millions of non-Europeans who have been 
coming here since the early 1950s and are 
still coming in. So just what is the Govern- 
ment’s game? As we have indicated, it is 
playing politics - focusing our attention on 
a small danger in order to divert it from a 
much bigger one. 

Just whom do they think they’re kidding? 


BNP defends Glasgow Whites 


SOME PEOPLE in Scotland have for a long 
time regarded immigration and multi- 
racialism just as an ‘English’ problem. Not 


NEW VIDEO! 


The British National Party’s latest video, 
Rally ”92, is now available. This is a 
recording of the main highlights of the 
party’s Annual Rally, which took place in 
Central London on the 24th October of this 
year. | 
The recording features speeches by well- 
known BNP leaders John Peacock, Ken 
Henderson, David Bruce, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. Of special interest this 
year are guest appearances by nationalist 
speakers from abroad, Claude Cornilleau 
(France) and Sam G. Dickson (U.S.A.), both 
of whom gave fascinating addresses from 
their respective European and Transatlantic 
angles. 

The video consists of approximately 2 
hours of playing time, abridged from the 
original recording so as to avoid excess 
length. It is of substantially better guality 
than previous BNP videos, our cameraman 
having hired high-class filming eguipment 
for the occasion. 

This is an ideal Christmas present for 
family and friends — particularly folk who 
are already leaning towards the BNP but 
need the ‘final push’. It is also very suitable 
for BNP branches and groups around the 
country to buy for showing to members who 
couldn’t make it to the rally and, not least, 
to prospective new recruits. 
Price: £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


RALLY ‘92 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party 
Annual Rally, October 24th 1992 


Hear:- 
SYD CARTHEW (Chairman) 
JOHN PEACOCK 
KEN HENDERSON 
CLAUDE CORNILLEAU (France) 
SAM G. DICKSON (U.S.A.) 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 


RNP Recardinos PO Rox 117. Wellina, Kent DA16 3DW 


any more. Of late, the Shawlands area of 
Glasgow has suffered from the same ills, 
with some local Asians committing acts of 
racial violence against Whites. Last month 
British National Party activists visited the 
area. On November 7th a team handed out 
leaflets and drew a great response. This was 
followed by a paper sale in the main 
shopping precinct. Here the reaction was so 
favourable that people were even stopping 
their cars in the middle of the road to get 


L . . 
their copies! 


On the following day, Remembrance 


Scottish activists 
sell BNP paper 
British Nation- 
alist in 
Shawlands 


HONOURING 
THE DEAD 
The wreath- 
laying party at 
Kelvin Hall 
war memorial 


Sunday, the Scottish BNP held its own 
ceremony of remembrance . Wreaths were 
laid at the memorial at Kelvin Hall in 
Glasgow. A short speech was given by 
Organiser Scott McLean. A card written by 
Edinburgh Organiser Warren Bennett and 
placed with one of the wreaths read: **In 
memory of the great men of Europe who 
perished at the hands of the Zionist lords of 
high finance. No more brothers’ wars! BNP 
Scotland.” At a social afterwards, where 48 
people attended, a collection was raised and 
£57 of this was donated to the Earl Haig 
Fund. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 
- PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 


,HILLINGDON 

-PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8XU 
‘CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 


MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
LUTON & DUNSTABLE 

PO Box 396, Luton, Beds. LU1 1YY 


ISLE OF WIGHT 
PO Box 7, Ventnor, I1.0.W. PO38 1RA 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


NORTH WALES 
PO Box 850, Bangor, Gwynedd LL57 2QJ 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 
STOKE-ON-TRENT 

PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BEHIND A POLICY, 
ALWAYS AN INTEREST 
(Contd. from page 14) 


easily resolved, and one has a guiding star in 
politics that is seldom difficult to follow. 

Prime Minister Major is wholly typical of the 
politician lacking this fundamental loyalty and 
conviction, and when that is understood it is easy 
to see why, in the words of the Spectator edit- 
orial, he believes in the lies he tells. 


send 34p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


Dann 110 VY 


(Telephone enguiries to: 081 316 4721) 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Below we give 
a list of the main units:- 


PETERBOROUGH 
PO Box 211, Peterborough, 
Cambs. PE3 8JE 


NORTHANTS. 
PO Box 72, Irthlingborough, 
Wellingborough NN9 5XN 


NOTTINGHAM , 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire $40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MERSEYSIDE 
PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on- 
Thames, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Isle of Sheppey, Reading, Gloucestershire, 
Bristol & Bath, Stevenage, Bedford, Stour- 
bridge, Walsall, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, 
Warrington, Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, 
Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumber- 
nauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock 
(Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. If you want 
to make contact with any of these units, or 
start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


It is only to the politician who possesses a clear 
concept of the interest he is duty-bound to serve 
that there can be any clarity as to what amount to 
opposing interests — or even of the reality that 
he is engaged in a struggle of interests of any 
kind. To such a politician — which is rare in the 
existing firmament — the lies and subterfuges 
currently in use in the drive to European Union 
are not only comprehensible as such; what is also 
perfectly comprehensible is why they are being 
employed and, above all, in whose interest they 
are being employed. 


Find out about the British National Party 


I enclose.. ... sui. savessa sun EE A AE CR 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PỌ Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 
ROCHDALE 

16 Count Street, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 SLP 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 OYU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


CUMBRIA 
PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


TAYSIDE 
PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


Armed with this knowledge and understanding, 
we are better equipped to conduct the battle 
against the liars and deceivers. Lacking in those 
things, we are certain to be defeated. J.H.T. 


SUBS NOW DUE! 


This is a reminder to all readers who are also 
British National Party members that their annual 
subscriptions will be due for renewal at the end 
of this month. Rates are as before: £12 p.a. with 
50 per-cent reductions for OAPs and students. 


Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


